THE GREAT STATE

*ume is almost entirely the work of writers, still for
the most part calling themselves socialists, who
have come to this stage of admission.

A considerable proportion of the socialist move-
ment remains, as it has been from the first, vaguely
democratic. It points to collective ownership with
no indication of the administrative scheme it con-
templates to realise that intention. Necessarily it
remains a formless claim without hands to take
hold of the thing it desires. Indeed, in a large
number of cases it is scarcely more than a resentful
consciousness in the expropriated masses of social
disintegration. It spends its force very largely in
mere revenges upon property as such, attacks sim-
ply destructive by reason of the absence of any
definite ulterior scheme. It is an ill-equipped and
planless belligerent who must destroy whatever he
captures because he can neither use nor take away.
A council of democratic socialists in possession of
London would be as capable of an orderly and vsus-
tained administration as the Anabaptists in Mun-
ster. But the discomforts and disorders of our
present planless system do tend steadily to the
development of this crude socialistic spirit in the
mass of the proletariat; merely vindictive attacks
upon property, sabotage, and the general strike are
the logical and inevitable consequences of an un-
controlled concentration of property in a few hands,
and such things must and will go on, the deep
undertone in the deliquescence of the Normal Social
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